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Remarks 

The AppUcant aj^jreciates the Examincr^s continued consideration of the present 
Application. In the most recent Office action, aU of pending claims 1-14 and 20^25 were 
rejected. 

In response to the Office action, the Applicant has canceUcd aU of claims M4 
and 20^25 and added new claim 26. The Applicant respectfully submits that the new 
claim 26 differs from all of the previously-pending claims, and does not add new matter 
to the Application. In particular, the Applicant believes the language of claim 26 is 
supported by, among other things, previously-pending claims 1 and 2, and language in 
the Specification at page 16, lines 1 1-13, page 12, lines 10^15, and page 15 lines 27-31. 

The Applicant i^pectfully suhmits that claim 26 ^uld be allowed under 35 
U.S,C. 102(b) and 103(a). In particular, clarni 26 includes the limitations of previously- 
pending claims 1 and 2. Yet the Applicant respectfully submits that he docs not fully 
understand the basis for the rejection of previously-pending claim 2 as set forth on p^es 
5-6 of the Office action. 

Current claim 26 (and previously-pending claim 2) was directed to a method in 
which a customer first provides general infommtionto an insurer (specifically to the 
insurer's computer system) regarding the customer's basic insurance needs so that, 
secondly (at a subsequent time) vibesi specific time-limited insurance is actually needed, 
the customer can merdy (and simply) enter in a limited amount of information, 
particularly the time limitation during winch Ae insurance is needed. In this manner^ at 
the time the insurance is really neecfed, the insurance application process can be 
streamlined. 

In the Office action, the Examiner appears to be contending that Luchs discloses 
all of the features found in previously-pending claim 2, particularly those relating to a 
process in which the customer can at a first time enter in the general information prior to 
the second time at which the specific time-limited insurance is actually ^ipUed for. Yet 
as best as the ^^licant can determine^ Luchs does iK>t do this, or at least does not show 
all ofthese features as they are recited in new claim 26. In particular, with respect to the 
underwriting step mentioned on page 6 that si4>posedly ''reads on "inoviding a 
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prelimiiiaiy iiKiicatioii. , the Applicant ba$ clarified tbg ^^v mffig? nf th k step in new 
clftim 76 to indtc^ that this preHmitig^ty ip(< ication ncgds to be provided to the customer^ 
not to an uP ^VT?Titi?g fy^^ity 

In addition to the above reasons why claim 26 is allowable^ the Aj^licant further 
submits that claim 26 includes also includes other limitati(»is that were not &und in 
previously pending claims 1 and 2, and that the Applicant does not know to have been 
addressed by the Examiner in the Office action, for exanQ>le^ the particular manner in 
which the credit card payment process is performed- 

For at least these reasons, tiierefore, the Applicants respectfully sulnnit that claim 
26 is allowable. 

In view of the above Remarks and Amendments to the Claims^ the Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of the imsent Application. The 
Applicant is also submitting herewith a request for a three^nonth extension of time and 
related fee. Although no further fees are bdieved to be due at ibis time, the ^yplicant 
respectfiiUyautliori2«$any ad^tionalfeesdeexnedtobedueby tbePat^ (as 
necessary to keep this Ai^licatioo pending) to be charged as irtdicated on the Petition for 
Extension of Time form. 

The Applicant also requests that, prior to the Examixto- issuing any further OfiQce 
action in rclaticm to this matter, that the Applicant be afforded another of^itunity to 
conduct an additional Examiner's interview with the Examiner. The Applicant invites 
the Examiner to call the Af^cant at the telqdione number listed below to schedule such 
an interview. 




Respectfully, 



Dated: 2/l?/o8 



lohn T. Pienkos, Aj^licant 



501 7 N.H6UywobdAve, 
(414) 228-6881 



Whitefish Bay, WI 53217 
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